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Petitioner Andrew West-Ebi petitions for review of the Board
of Imm gration Appeals’ (BIA) opinion that affirnmed the decision of
the immgration judge denying him (1) asylum (2) wthhol ding of
renmoval, and (3) relief under the Convention Against Torture. As
West does not specifically challenge the inmgration judge s (1J)
deni al of his application for withhol ding of renoval or his request

fromrelief under the Convention Against Torture, the issues are

Pursuant to 5THGOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



deenmed abandoned. See Cal deron-Ontiveros v. INS, 809 F.2d 1050,

1052 (5th Cir. 1986).

As for asylum West contends that the 1J erred in finding
West’s testinmony not credible and erred in requiring that he
provi de docunentary evidence in support of his application. W
shal | uphold the IJ's determ nation that West is not eligible for

asylumif it is supported by substantial evidence. Gonez-Mejia V.

INS, 56 F.3d 700, 702 (5th Cr. 1995). W shall not substitute our
judgnent for that of the BIAor the IJ with respect to findings of

credibility of witnesses or findings of fact based on credibility

determnations. Chun v. INS, 40 F.3d 76, 78 (5th Cr. 1994). A
credibility determnation may be overturned only if doing so is

conpell ed by the record. Lopez De Jesus v. INS, 312 F.3d 155, 161

(5th Gir. 2002).

West has not denonstrated that the record conpels a concl usion
contrary to that of the IJ. Therefore, he has not provided a basis
for us to replace the 1J's determnations of <credibility or
ultimate factual findings based on credibility determnations with
our owmn. As West’s credibility was inpugned during the deportation
proceedings, the 1J did not err in requiring Wst to provide

corroborating evidence. Mtter of SMJ, 21 1. &N Dec. 722, 725-

26 (BIA 1997); 8 CF.R § 208.13(a).
Qur review of the record denonstrates that the 1J's
determination that West failed to denonstrate his entitlement to

asylum is supported by substantial evidence. See 8 CF.R 8
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208. 13(a). W therefore deny his petition for review The
Respondent’ s notion for sunmary affirmance or, in the alternative,
to hold briefing in abeyance is deni ed.

PETI TI ON DENI ED; MOTI ON FOR SUMVARY AFFI RMANCE DENI ED



